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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to applicant's amendment filed on January 8, 2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

• The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process 
of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and 
shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1,4,5 and 7-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter that was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The current amendment to the specification and to claim 1 and the new claim 12 
recites the limitation that the shield is securely retained on the second end of the 
buffer by "snap-fitting" opposite lateral edges of the shield around the buffer. 

The original specification discloses that the shield plate 40 has a U-shape with 
opposite lateral edges that are folded on the buffer. The plate is fixed by forcing the 
plate on the buffer. 

Now, the applicant is trying to incorporate that the shield plate is snap-fitted to 
the buffer. 

At the instant, forcing the shield plate or snap fitting the plate are not the same 
and are considered as different methods of installing the shield on the buffer. 
Therefore, this new limitation is considered as new matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,4,12,13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Pat No 3,848,911 to Watermann et al (Watermann '911) in 
view of US Pat No 3,997,202 to Tack et al (Tack '202) and further in view of US Pat 
No 4, 130,308 to Jeavons. 

Regarding claims 1,12 and 13, Watermann '911 discloses a lock comprising a 
closing mechanism (8 and 32) designed for coupling with a lock striker (12) along a 
direction of relative coupling; and a supporting body (1) having a housing seat (11) 
for an engagement portion of the lock striker and having an entry area for the 
engagement portion of the lock striker and is delimited laterally, by a pair of opposing 
sidewalls (9 and 10), and at an end opposite to the entry area by a bottom wall (40) 
orthogonal to the direction of relative coupling. 

The lock further comprises an elastically compliant buffer (17) having a first end 
coupled to the bottom wall retaining the buffer in the housing seat. 

However, Watermann '911 fails to disclose that the buffer is coated on their 
surface, in the area of interaction with the engagement portion of the lock striker by a 
rigid protective shield. Watermann discloses that the arrest means (17) is distinct 
from the ramps (9 and 10). 
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Tack '202 teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a buffer (31) with a 
protective shield (30). The shield is forced into engagement to the buffer (by means 
of the insertion of the striker) and is presented with a pair of lateral edges (30a) that 
has an equivalent function. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the arrest means described by Watermann '91 1 with a 
cover, as taught by Tack '202, in order to protect the buffer and in order to make the 
buffer described by Watermann '911 capable of distribute the impact load of the 
striker across the arrest means. 

Further Watermann '911 fails to disclose that the second end of the buffer is 
concave. 

Jeavons teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a buffer (21) having an 
end that is concave (at 28). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide the second end of the buffer described by 
Watermann '91 1 with a concave surface, as taught by Jeavons, since a change in the 
shape of a prior art device is a design consideration within the level of skill of one 
skilled in the art. 

As to claims 4 and 15, Watermann '911 discloses that the buffer (17) is made of 
an elastomeric material. 
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6. Claims 1,4,12,13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over FR Pat No 2,786,524 to Dejean in view of US Pat No 3,997,202 to 
Tack et al (Tack '202) and further in view of US Pat No 4,130,308 to Jeavons. 

Regarding claims 1,12 and . 13, Dejean discloses a lock comprising a closing 
mechanism designed for coupling with a lock striker (2) along a direction of relative 
coupling; and a supporting body having a housing seat (1) for an engagement portion 
of the lock striker and having an entry area for the engagement portion of the lock 
striker and is delimited laterally, by a pair of opposing sidewalls (12,13), and at an 
end opposite to the entry area by a bottom wall (14) orthogonal to the direction of 
relative coupling. 

The lock further comprises an elastically compliant buffer (30) having a first end 
coupled to the bottom wall retaining the buffer in the housing seat. 

However, Dejean fails to disclose that the buffer is coated on their surface, in the 
area of interaction with the engagement portion of the lock striker by a rigid protective 
shield. Watermann discloses that the arrest means (17) is distinct from the ramps (9 
and 10). 

Tack '202 teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a buffer (31) with a 
protective shield (30). The shield is forced into engagement to the buffer (by means 
of the insertion of the striker) and is presented with a pair of lateral edges (30a) that 
has an equivalent function. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the arrest means described by Dejean with a cover, 
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as taught by Tack '202, in order to protect the buffer and in order to make the buffer 
described by Dejean capable of distribute the impact load of the striker across the 
arrest means. 

Further Dejean fails to disclose that the second end of the buffer is concave. 

Jeavons teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a buffer (21) having an 
end that is concave (at 28). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide the second end of the buffer described by 
Dejean with a concave surface, as taught by Jeavons, since a change in the shape of 
a prior art device is a design consideration within the level of skill of one skilled in the 
art. 

As to claims 4 and 15, Dejean, as modified by Tack '202 and Jeavons, teaches 
that the buffer can be made of an elastomeric material. 
7. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Pat No 3,848,911 to Watermann et al (Watermann '911) in view of US Pat No 
3,997,202 to Tack et al (Tack '202) and further in view of US Pat No 4,130,308 to 
Jeavons as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of JP Pat No 02176084 (JP 
'084). 

Waterman '91 1, as modified by Tack '202 and Jeavons, fails to disclose that the 
buffer includes a projection extending from the first end disposed in a recess formed 
in the bottom wall of the housing-seat coupling the buffer to the bottom wall. 
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JP '084 teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a housing seat having a 
bottom wall (7) with a recess that receives a projection that extends from an end of a 
buffer (10). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the buffer described by Watermann '911, as modified 
by Tack '202 and Jeavons, with a projection that is received in a recess of the bottom 
wall, as taught by JP '084, in order to secure in place the buffer with respect to the 
housing. 

As to claim 9, Waterman '91 1 , as modified by JP '084, teaches that the projection 
is defined by opposite lateral edges converging with respect to one another toward 
the first end. 

8. Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over FR 
Pat No 2,786,524 to Dejean in view of US Pat No 3,997,202 to Tack et al (Tack '202) 
and further in view of US Pat No 4,130,308 to Jeavons as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of JP Pat No 02176084 (JP '084). 

Dejean, as modified by Tack '202 and Jeavons, fails to disclose that the buffer 
includes a projection extending from the first end disposed in a recess formed in the 
bottom wall of the housing seat coupling the buffer to the bottom wall. 

JP '084 teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a housing seat having a 
bottom wall (7) with a recess that receives a projection that extends from an end of a 
buffer (10). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the buffer described by Dejean, as modified by Tack 
'202 and Jeavons, with a projection that is received in a recess of the bottom wall, as 
taught by JP '084, in order to secure in place the buffer with respect to the housing. 

As to claim 9, Dejean, as modified by JP '084, teaches that the projection is 
defined by opposite lateral edges converging with respect to one another toward the 
first end. 

As to claim 10, Dejean discloses that the buffer (30) includes opposite lateral 
surfaces (32,34) bearing upon the sidewalls (12,13). 
9. Claims 5 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
FR Pat No 2,786,524 to Dejean in view of US Pat No 3,997,202 to Tack et al (Tack 
'202), US Pat No 4,130,308 to Jeavons and in view of JP Pat No 02176084 (JP '084) 
as applied to claim 10 above, and further in view of US Pat No 5,727,825 to Spurr. 

As to claim 11, Dejean, as modified by Tack '202, Jeavons and JP '084, fails to 
disclose that the buffer further includes a slot disposed between the first end and the 
second end, extending transversally to the sidewalls. 

Spurr teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a slot on a buffer (32) that 
is disposed between the first end and the second end and extends transversally to 
the sidewalls. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the buffer described by Dejean, as modified by Tack 
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'202, Jeavons and JP '084, with a slot, as taught by Spurr, in order to provide a 
cushioning effect when the striker contact the buffer. 

As to claim 5, Dejean, as modified by Tack '202, Jeavons, JP '084 and Spurr, 
teaches that the buffer and the shield, in the area of interaction with the engagement 
portion of the lock striker, a U-shaped conformation. 

10. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over FR Pat No 
2,786,524 to Dejean in view of US Pat No 3,997,202 to Tack et al (Tack '202), US 
Pat No 4,130,308 to Jeavons, JP Pat No 02176084 (JP '084) and in view of US Pat 
No 5,727,825 to Spurr as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of US Pat No 
5,348,355 to Oyha. 

Dejean, as modified by Tack '202, Jeavons, JP '084 and Spurr, fails to disclose 
that the in the shield has, in the area of interaction with the engagement portion of 
the striker, a surface coating of ceramic material. 

Oyha teaches that it is well known in the art to provide an area of interaction 
(1 1 8) with the engagement portion of a striker (3), with a ceramic coating (119). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the area of engagement described by Dejean, as 
modified by Tack '202, Jeavons, JP '084 and Spurr, with a ceramic coating, as taught 
by Oyha, in order to make the striker move smoothly into engagement with the buffer. 

11. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Pat No 
3,848,911 to Watermann et al (Watermann '911) in view of US Pat No 3,997,202 to 
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Tack et al (Tack '202) and further in view of US Pat No 4,130,308 to Jeavons as 
applied to claim 12 above, and further in view of US Pat No 5,348,355 to Oyha. 

Watermann '91 1 , as modified by Tack '202 and Jeavons, fails to disclose that the 
in the shield has, in the area of interaction with the engagement portion of the striker, 
a surface coating of ceramic material. 

Oyha teaches that it is well known in the art to provide an area of interaction 
(1 1 8) with the engagement portion of a striker (3), with a ceramic coating (1 1 9). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the area of engagement described by Watermann 
'911, as modified by Tack '202 and Jeavons, with a ceramic coating, as taught by 
Oyha, in order to make the striker move smoothly into engagement with the buffer. 
12. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over FR Pat No 
2,786,524 to Dejean in view of US Pat No 3,997,202 to Tack et al (Tack '202) and 
further in view of US Pat No 4,130,308 to Jeavons as applied to claim 12 above, and 
further in view of US Pat No 5,348,355 to Oyha. 

Dejean, as modified by Tack '202 and Jeavons, fails to disclose that the in the 
shield has, in the area of interaction with the engagement portion of the striker, a 
surface coating of ceramic material. 

Oyha teaches that it is well known in the art to provide an area of interaction 
(118) with the engagement portion of a striker (3), with a ceramic coating (119). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the area of engagement described by Dejean, as 
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modified by Tack '202 and Jeavons, with a ceramic coating, as taught by Oyha, in 
order to make the striker move smoothly into engagement with the buffer. 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments filed on January 8, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that Tack '202 fails to disclose that the shield plate is 
retained to the end of the buffer by "snap-fitting opposed lateral surfaces around the 
buffer (Page 12 Line 19). 

The new limitation presented by the applicant to the specification and claims that 
the shield is now snap-fitted to the buffer is considered as new matter. At the instant, 
Tack '202 teaches that it is well known in the art to provide a buffer (31) with a 
protective shield (30). The shield is forced into engagement to the buffer (by means 
of the insertion of the striker) and is presented with a pair of lateral edges (30a) that 
has an equivalent function. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

Conclusion 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and 
any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing 
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply 
expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carlos Lugo whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7058. The examiner can normally be reached on 10-7pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Carlos Lugo 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3676 

March 26, 2007. 



